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Priority 

1 . Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required. 

Claim 1 recites a supporting frame having a u clamp." However, the specification 
discloses a frame equipped with a "cramp." 

Claim 7 recites that the body part has an "additional withdrawing grip." The 
specification lacks antecedent basis for a body part having multiple withdrawing grips. 

The specification is silent regarding the "water-stopping groove" limitation recited 
Claim 19. 

Claim 34 recites the "sanitary seat cover further comprising] elastic means at the 
supporting frame...". The specification appears to lack antecedent basis for an elastic 
seat cover. 

Drawings 

3. Figure 1 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Corrected drawings in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
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"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct 
any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 1-2 are objected to because of the following informalities. Claim 1 recites 
the limitation "a [the] cramp" in lines 7 and 9. Presumably, Applicant is referring to the 
"cramp;" i.e. the lines contain a typographical error. 

Claim 2 recites "the cramp" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. Correction of the presumed typographical error in Claim 1, 
lines 7 and 9 will resolve the antecedent basis problem. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. It 
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is not apparent which structure upon the frame functions to stop water. Because 
specification is silent regarding structure of such "water stopping groove", a person of 
reasonable skill in the art would be unable to make and use the invention as claimed. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 1-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1-34 are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. For example, Claim 6 
reads: "the sanitary seat cover assembly according to Claim 5, wherein the the sanitary 
seat cover a plurality of withdrawing grips is bound in a state where the grips are folded 
at one side..." It is impossible for the Examiner to address all the 35 U.S.C. 112 
failings in this Action. The following is an exemplary, non-exhaustive listing of such 
statutory failings. Furthermore, given the condition of the claims, Applicant should note 
that prior art is applied as best understood by the Examiner. 

Regarding Claim 1 , the limitation "the top surface of the seat" is recited in lines 3- 
4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim; i.e. no prior 
recitation of a seat having a top surface in the claim. Subsequent claims are replete 
with antecedent basis issues, as they refer to various surfaces of a seat. For example, 
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Claim 3 recites "the external edge of the seat" and "the internal edge of the seat." 
Because there is no earlier recitation of a seat with such surfaces, it is unclear as to 
which portion of the seat the limitations are referring to. 

Claim 2 recites limitation "the portion binding the sanitary seat covers from the 
top... the set up position" in lines 3-6. There is insufficient antecedent basis for (1) a 
portion binding the sanitary seat covers from the top; and (2) a set-up position. Thus, 
the claim is inferential. Examiner is unable to ascertain which structure is being claimed 
in addition to a cramp having a groove. See line 2. Prior art will be applied to the claim 
as best understood. 

Regarding Claims 12-13, the structure which goes to make up the device must 
be clearly and positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in 
such a manner as to present a complete operative device. The claims appear to be 
literal translations into English from a foreign document and are replete with 
grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

The examiner is unable to comprehend which structural features are being added 
the binder of Claim 8 because the claims are nonsensical — particularly lines 4-6 of 
Claim 12 and lines 4-8 of Claim 1 3. Prior art will be applied as best understood. 

Claim 19 recites the limitation "the lateral wall of the internal ...frame" in lines 4- 
5. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 14 does 
not recite an internal frame. Due to the enablement (noted above) and antecedent 
basis problems, the examiner is unable to understand which structure is being claimed. 
Therefore, no art rejections are made regarding Claim 19 in this Action. 
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Regarding Claims 26-27, the structure making up the device must be clearly and 
positively specified. The structure must be organized and correlated in such a manner 
as to present a complete operative device The claims appear to be literal translations 
into English from a foreign document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic 
errors. 

The examiner is unable to ascertain which structural features are being added 
the external frame of Claim 15 because the claims are nonsensical. For, the examiner 
can not comprehend the meaning of the following phrases appearing in Claim 26: "an 
auxiliary frame whose portion of a depth is cut out in the piling direction of the sanitary 
seat covers" [emphasis added]; "coverlets are fixed along at least one of front, center in 
the width direction or back side of the auxiliary frame " [emphasis added]. Therefore, 
no art rejections are made regarding Claims 26-27 in this Action. 

Regarding Claim 34, lines 4-6, it not apparent which "portion" the "supporting rod" 
supports. Furthermore, lines 7-10 are nonsensical; particularly the phrase "when the 
guards approach elastically to the supporting frame." The examiner is unable to 
decipher which structure applicant intends to claim. Therefore, no art rejections are 
made regarding Claim 34 in this action 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



Application/Control Number: 10/528,204 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3751 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

10. Claims 1-2 and 4-8, 14-16, 18, 20-21 , and 32-33 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Thomasma (2,002,721 ). Regarding Claims 1-2, 
Thomasma discloses the same invention, a seat cover assembly, including: sanitary 
seat covers (34) having a body part and a neck part extensively protruding to a portion 
where the seat (2) is hinged at the body part (3). See Figs 1-2. Referring to Figures 4- 
5, Thomasma further discloses a supporting frame (8-10), having a clamp/cramp (11- 
15) which fixes the neck parts of a plurality of seat covers which are piled and 
overlapped at a portion where the seat is hinged (3). See Col. 2 at 31-47; Col. 3 at 55- 
58. 

The cramp has a groove to fit the portion binding the seat covers from the top. 
Such groove is seen as the pocket formed by the intersection of members 1 1 and 14. 
See also Col. 2 at 39-47. 

Regarding Claim 4, as shown in Figure 1 , the body part of Thomasma's seat 
cover (34) is a generally oval shaped plate, with an outer diameter corresponding to the 
external edge of the seat (2), and a center part (36) formed to correspond with the 
internal edge of the seat (2). A hole (36) is tailored in the center part. 

Regarding Claims 5-7, Thomasma's seat covers further comprise a withdrawing 
grip (38) protruding from the edge of the body part. (Fig. 1). With respect to Claim 6, as 
seen in Fig. 10, when the seat covers are bound in a pack, the withdrawing grips (38) 
are folded at one side of the seat covers (34) so as to be overlapped. See Col. 3 at 69 - 
Col 4, 1-6. The "additional withdrawing grip" limitation recited in Claim 7, line 2 
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suggests that applicant intends for the seat cover to have multiple withdrawing grips. 
Since Claim 1 does not recite a first withdrawing grip, "additional" as used in Claim 7 
merely adds a withdrawing grip to the structure of Claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 8, Thomasma's seat covers are piled with their neck parts 
bound into a pack with a binder (35). See Fig. 5 and Col. 3 at 55-61 . A cut line is added 
at the neck part between the portion pressed by the binder and the body part. See Col. 
4 at 29-30. 

Regarding Claims 14-15, Thomasma discloses a supporting frame (8-10) with a 
clamp/cramp (11-15) further comprising an external frame ("holding member 24-25) 
which covers an edge of the seat covers and faces one side of the seat covers (34). 
See Col 3. at 24-30; Fig. 4. Said external frame (24-25) turns about a horizontal axis 
running through hinge members 26 and 27 (Fig. 4). Thus, the external frame (24-25) 
may be selectively attached or detached from the supporting frame (8-1 0). See Col. 3 
at 24-37. 

Regarding Claims 16 and 18, Thomasma also discloses an internal frame (20- 
22) at the center of the supporting frame (8-15) to cover the internal edge of the seat 
covers (34) in correspondence with the shape of the cut center portion of the covers. 
See Col. 3 at 1 3-23; Fig. 4. The receptacle or pocket defined at the top and bottom by 
20 and 22, and annularly by flanges 21 is seen as an "accommodating part" capable of 
accommodating things including cushions, paper, books, etc. 

Regarding Claims 20-21 , Thomasma discloses a hitching jaw (29-31 ) at the top 
of the supporting frame, such hitching jaw being a plate spring which presses elastically 
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so as to keep the seat covers tightly stuck to the supporting frame. See Col. at 42-47; 
Fig. 9. 

Regarding Claim 32, as noted above, Thomasma discloses a seat assembly 
comprising: a seat (2) hinged to the back portion of a toilet bowl (1); sanitary seat 
covers (34) having a body part and a neck part extended and protruded to a portion 
where the seat is hinged (3); a supporting frame (4-1 0) comprising a cramp (11-1 5). As 
shown in Figure 2, Thomasma's supporting frame (4-10) comprising a cramp (11-15) is 
hinged (via "hinge members" 3) with the seat to selectively fix the neck parts of multiple 
seat covers which are overlapped and piled at the hinge portion. See Col. 1 at 43-56; 
Col. 2 at 1-16. Nuts and bolts at post 3, serve as connectors. The nuts and bolts are 
fastened at the edge of the seat (2) to corresponding to the edge of the supporting 
frame (5), wherein the seat and the supporting frame are tightly placed. 

Regarding Claim 33, Thomasma discloses guards (28) for supporting the edge of 
the sanitary seat covers (34). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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12. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thomasma in view of Engel (4,850,061). Thomasma does not explicitly disclose that 
the seat cover has a cut-line corresponding to the internal edge of the seat. However, 
Engel teaches a seat cover which may be provided "with its inner portion, outlined by 
perforations or other detachable means. " Col. 2 at 33-36. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify 
Thomasma with a cut line, as taught by Engel, to permit easy removal of the inner 
portion of the cover; i.e. for waste to pass through. 

13. Claims 9-1 1 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Thomasma in view of Eckerlein (1,429,724). With respect to Claim 
9, Thomasma does not explicitly disclose a binder that presses and fixes the neck parts 
of the seat covers by screw combining with the supporting frame. However, Eckerlein 
teaches a seat cover assembly wherein the binder (i) presses and fixes the neck parts 
of the seat covers (e) by screw combining with a supporting frame (a,c-d). See Col. 1 at 
37-56. 

Regarding Claim 10, Eckerlein teaches a nut (i2) mounted on the frame (a) and 
a hole or groove formed at the neck part of the seat covers (b). See also Fig. 3. 
Eckerlein's binder (i) has bolts (i1) which pass through holes or grooves in the neck 
part opposite the nut (i2). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Eckerlein also teaches a pressing plate (q) for pressing the 
neck parts in the position where the bolts (i1 ) are pressed to the seat covers. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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of invention to modify Thomasma's binder with bolts, nuts, and a pressing plate, as 
taught by Eckerlein to better secure the seat covers with the supporting frame. 

Regarding Claims 22-23, Thomasma does not expressly disclose a seat cover 
assembly having coverlets mounted over the supporting frame. However, Eckerlein 
teaches a cover member (b) mounted over a supporting frame (a,c,d) to selectively 
cover the external portion of a block of sanitary seat covers (e) along with the 
supporting frame (a,c,d). (Fig. 3). As shown in Figure 3, the coverlet (b) is formed in 
the shape of a plate to cover the lateral portion of the edge of the sanitary seat covers 
(e), including the exposed front portion of the supporting frame (a.c.d). Further, 
coverlet b is hinged to the top of the supporting frame at aperture o. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify Thomasma's seat cover assembly by adding a coverlet, as taught by 
Eckerlein, to protect the seat covers from exposure moisture and other contaminants in 
the environment. 

Regarding Claim 24, Thomasma as modified by Eckerlein does not expressly 
disclose coverlet(s) comprising a film which is made of synthetic resin, including a vinyl 
product. Eckerlein teaches that the seat cover assembly "may be made of wood, 
metal, or other suitable materials." Col. 2 at 81-84. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art fabricate Eckerlein's coverlet from 
synthetic resin (including vinyl) because such materials are well known in the art; and 
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Applicant has not disclosed that using such materials provides an advantage, is used 
for a particular purpose, or solves a stated problem. 

Therefore, it would have been prima facie obvious to modify Thomasma as 
modified by Eckerlein to obtain the invention specified in Claim 24 because such 
modification would have been considered a mere design consideration which fails to 
patentably distinguish over the prior art of Thomasma and Eckerlein. 
14. Claims 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Thomasma in view of Hazar (4,979,237). As noted above, Thomasma's seat covers 
further comprise a withdrawing grip (38) protruding from the edge of the body part. (Fig. 
1 ). As seen in Fig. 10, when the seat covers are bound, the withdrawing grips (38) are 
folded at one side of the seat covers (34) so as to be overlapped. See Col. 3 at 69 -Col 
4, 1-6. Regarding Claims 28 and 31 , Thomasma does not expressly disclose seat 
cover(s) which may be folded in two divisions (i.e. bottom part including the neck part 
with respect to the center of the body part), or four divisions. However, Hazar teaches 
sanitary seat covers (50) having been folded about a horizontal fold line (70) and a 
vertical fold line (72). See Fig. 5. Therefore, it would have been to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Thomasma's seat covers 
such that they could be folded in two or four divisions, as taught by Hazar, to conserve 
space. 

Regarding Claim 29, when the seat covers of Claim 28 (folded into two divisions) 
are installed in Thomasma's support frame, the support frame is divided into a top and a 
bottom portion corresponding to the shape of half-folded seat covers. The bottom 
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portion is occupied by the folded seat covers; and the top portion constitutes an 
accommodating part to store a bound pack of the remaining sanitary seat covers. 

Regarding Claim 30, when members 24,28-29 of Thomasma's seat cover 
assembly are seen as coverlets on the supporting frame which protect at least a portion 
of the seat covers from the outside humid environment. See Fig. 1 . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 5. Claims 1 2-1 3, 1 7, and 25 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to 
include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Matsunaga et al (5,590,424), Akazawa (6,058,518), Wu et al. ( 
6,006,370), Ohba (6,862,752), Douglas (1,638, 247), Kao et al (6,404,265), Lemon et 
al. (2,166,996), Richardi (2,260,404), and Kann (1,760,363). Any inquiry concerning 
this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Kristie A. Mahone whose telephone number is (571 ) 272-3680. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday -Friday 8:30A.M-5 P.M.. 



Application/Control Number: 10/528,204 



Page 14 



Art Unit: 3751 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Justine Yu can be reached on 571-272-4835. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Kristie A.Mahone 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3751 
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